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COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff John C. Depp, II, a/k/a Johnny Depp, in support of his Complaint against 
Defendant Amber Laura Heard hereby states the following: 


NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. This defamation action arises from an op-ed published in the Washington Post by 
actress Amber Heard (“Ms. Heard”). In the op-ed, Ms. Heard purported to write from the 
perspective of “a public figure representing domestic abuse” and claimed that she “felt the full 
force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out” when she “spoke up against sexual 
violence.” 


2. Although she never identified him by name, the op-ed plainly was about (and 
other media consistently characterized it as being about) Ms. Heard’s purported victimization 
after she publicly accused her former husband, Johnny Depp (“Mr. Depp”), of domestic abuse in 
2016, when she appeared in court with an apparently battered face and obtained a temporary 
restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016. The op-ed depended on the central premise 
that Ms. Heard was a domestic abuse victim and that Mr. Depp perpetrated domestic violence 
against her. 
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3. The op-ed’s clear implication that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is categorically 
and demonstrably false. Mr. Depp never abused Ms. Heard. Her allegations against him were 
false when they were made in 2016. They were part of an elaborate hoax to generate positive 
publicity for Ms. Heard and advance her career. Ms. Heard’s false allegations against Mr. Depp 
have been conclusively refuted by two separate responding police officers, a litany of neutral 
third-party witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. With a prior arrest for 
violent domestic abuse and having confessed under oath to a series of violent attacks on Mr. 
Depp, Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic abuse; she is a perpetrator. Ms. Heard violently 
abused Mr. Depp, just as she was caught and arrested for violently abusing her former domestic 
partner. 

4. Ms. Heard’s implication in her op-ed that Mr. Depp is a domestic abuser is not 
only demonstrably false, it is defamatory per se. Ms. Heard falsely implied that Mr. Depp was 
guilty of domestic violence, which is a crime involving moral turpitude. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s 
false implication prejudiced Mr. Depp in his career as a film actor and incalculably (and 
immediately) damaged his reputation as a public figure. 

5. Unsurprisingly, Mr. Depp’s reputation and career were devastated when Ms. 
Heard first accused him of domestic violence on May 27, 2016. Ms. Heard’s hoax allegations 
were timed to coincide with the day that Mr. Depp’s film, Alice Through the Looking Glass, was 
released in theatres. Her op-ed, with its false implication that she was a victim of domestic 
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, brought new damage to Mr. Depp’s reputation and career. 
Mr. Depp lost movie roles and faced public scorn. Ms. Heard, an actress herself, knew precisely 
the effect that her op-ed would have on Mr. Depp. And indeed, just four days after Ms. Heard’s 
op-ed was first published on December 18, 2018, Disney announced on December 22, 2018 that 
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it was dropping Mr. Depp from his leading role as Captain Jaek Sparrow—a role that he 
ereated—in the multi-billion-dollar-earning Pirates of the Caribbean franehise. 

6. Ms. Heard published her op-ed with actual malice. She knew that Mr. Depp did 
not abuse her and that the domestic abuse allegations that she made against him in 2016 were 
false. She knew that the testimony and photographic “evidence” that she presented to the court 
and the supporting sworn testimony provided by her two friends were false and perjurious. Ms. 
Heard knew that the truth was that she violently abused Mr. Depp—just as she violently abused 
her prior domestic partner, which led to her arrest and booking for domestic violence, as well as 
a night in jail and a mug shot. Ms. Heard revived her false allegations against Mr. Depp in the 
op-ed to generate positive publicity for herself and to promote her new movie Aquaman, which 
premiered across the United States and in Virginia only three days after the op-ed was first 
published. 

7. Mr. Depp brings this defamation action to clear his name. By this civil lawsuit, 
Mr. Depp seeks to restore his reputation and establish Ms. Heard’s legal liability for continuing 
her campaign to push a false narrative that he committed domestic violence against her. Mr. 
Depp seeks an award of compensatory damages for the reputational harm that he suffered as a 
result of Ms. Heard’s op-ed, with its false and defamatory implication that Mr. Depp was a 
domestic abuser. Further, given the willfulness and maliciousness that Ms. Heard demonstrated 
when she knowingly published the op-ed with the false implication that Mr. Depp violently 
abused her, Mr. Depp also seeks an award of punitive damages. 

PARTIES 

8. Plaintiff John C. Depp is an individual and a resident of the State of California. 
For decades, he has been one of the most prominent actors in Hollywood. Mr. Depp was married 
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to Ms. Heard for approximately 15 months between February 1, 2015 and May 23, 2016. They 
had no children together. Mr. Depp was the target of Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed in 
the Washington Post. 

9. Defendant Amber Laura Heard is an individual and a resident of the State of 
California. Ms. Heard is an actress and Mr. Depp’s former wife. Ms. Heard authored and 
published the defamatory op-ed in the Washington Post that falsely implied that Mr. Depp 
abused her during their marriage. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

10. This Court has specific personal jurisdiction over Defendant under Virginia’s 
long-arm statute, Va. Code § 8.01-328.1, as well as under the Due Process Clause of the U.S. 
Constitution, because, among other things, the causes of action in this Complaint arise from 
Defendant transacting business in this Commonwealth and causing tortious injury by an act or 
omission in this Commonwealth. Moreover, exercising jurisdiction would not offend traditional 
notions of fair play and substantial justice because Defendant could have — indeed should have 
— reasonably foreseen being haled into a Virginia court to account for her false and defamatory 
op-ed which was published: in a newspaper that is printed in Springfield, Virginia; in an online 
edition of the newspaper that is created on a digital platform in Virginia and routed through 
servers in Virginia; in a newspaper that has wide circulation in Virginia and even publishes a 
Virginia local edition in which the false and defamatory op-ed appeared; and in a newspaper that 
maintains two physical offices in Virginia. Further, Defendant published the false and 
defamatory op-ed to promote her new movie which was in Virginia theatres for viewing by 
Virginia audiences. 
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11. Venue is proper in this circuit under Va. Code § 8.01-262 because the causes of 
action asserted herein arose in this Circuit. 

FACTS 

Ms. Heard Wrote An Op-Ed In The Washington Post That Implies That She Was A Victim 

Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp 

12. Mr. Depp has appeared in more than 50 films over the last three decades. He has 
worldwide name recognition and has played a diverse array of iconic roles, including Edward 
Scissorhands, Willy Wonka, Captain Jack Sparrow, The Mad Hatter, Grindelwald, John 
Dellinger, and Whitey Bulger. His movies have grossed over $10 billion dollars in the United 
States and around the world. He has won the People’s Choice Award 14 times. 

13. Mr. Depp married Ms. Heard on February 1, 2015. The two met when Ms. Heard 
was cast in Mr. Depp’s film The Rum Diary. 

14. The marriage lasted only 15 months. 

15. Unbeknownst to Mr. Depp, no later than one month after his marriage to Ms. 
Heard, she was spending time in a new relationship with Tesla and Space-X founder, Elon Musk. 
Only one calendar month after Mr. Depp and Ms. Heard were married—while Mr. Depp was out 
of the country filming in March 2015—Eastern Columbia Building persoimel testified that Ms. 
Heard received Musk “late at night” at Mr. Depp’s penthouse. Specifically, Ms. Heard asked 
staff at the Eastern Columbia Building to give her “friend Elon” access to the building’s parking 
garage and the penthouse elevator “late at night,” and they testified that they did so. Building 
staff would then see Ms. Heard’s “friend Elon” leaving the building the next morning. Musk’s 
first appearance in Mr. Depp’s penthouse occurred shortly after Ms. Heard threw a vodka bottle 
at Mr. Depp in Australia, when she learned that Mr. Depp wanted the couple to enter into a post- 
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nuptial agreement concerning assets in their marriage. Ms. Heard’s violently aimed projectile 
virtually severed Mr. Depp’s middle finger on his right hand and shattered the hones. 

16. Mr. Depp’s marriage to Ms. Heard came to an end in May 2016. After Mr. Depp 
indicated to Ms. Heard that he wanted to leave the marriage, Ms. Heard lured Mr. Depp to his 
penthouse to pick up his personal items. Unaware that members of Mr. Depp’s security team 
(including an 18-year veteran of the Los Angeles County SherrifPs Department) were mere feet 
away, Ms. Heard falsely began yelling “stop hitting me Johnny.” The interaction culminated 
with Ms. Heard making false allegations that Mr. Depp struck her with a cell phone, hit her, and 
destroyed the penthouse. There were multiple eyewitnesses to this hoax. Ms. Heard’s friend 
then called the police, who arrived promptly. Upon their arrival, Ms. Heard refused to cooperate 
with police or make any claims that she had been injured or assaulted, and two domestic abuse 
trained police officers testified that after close inspection of Ms. Heard and the penthouses, they 
observed no injury to Ms. Heard or damage to the penthouses. But then, six days later, Ms. 
Heard presented herself to the world with a battered face as she publicly and falsely accused Mr. 
Depp of domestic violence and obtained a restraining order against him, based on false testimony 
that she and her friends provided. 

17. Now there are newly obtained surveillance camera videos, depositions, and other 
evidence that conclusively disprove Ms. Heard’s false allegations. Although much of this 
exculpatory evidence was collected by certain members Mr. Depp’s then-legal team in 2016, it 
only recently came into Mr. Depp’s possession, as it had been hidden from him for a period of 
years. 

18. Ms. Heard later withdrew her false domestic violence allegations and dismissed 
the restraining order. She and Mr. Depp finalized their divorce in January 2017. 
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19. Despite dismissing the restraining order and withdrawing the domestic abuse 
allegations, Ms. Heard (and her surrogates) have continuously and repeatedly referred to her in 
publications, public service announcements, social media postings, speeches, and interviews as a 
victim of domestic violence, and a “survivor,” always with the clear implication that Mr. Depp 
was her supposed abuser. 

20. Most recently, in December 2018, Ms. Heard published an op-ed in the 
Washington Post that falsely implied that Ms. Heard was a victim of domestic violence at the 
hands of Mr. Depp. The op-ed was first published on the Washington Post’s website on 
December 18, 2018 with the title, “Amber Heard: 1 spoke up against sexual violence — and 
faced our culture’s wrath. This has to change.” The op-ed appeared again on December 19, 
2018 in the Washington Post’s hardcopy edition under the title, “A Transformative Moment For 
Women.” Except for their titles, the online and hard copy versions of the op-ed were 
substantively identical and are referred to collectively herein as the “Sexual Violence” op-ed. 

21. The “Sexual Violence” op-ed’s central thesis was that Ms. Heard was a victim of 
domestic violence and faced personal and professional repercussions because she “spoke up” 
against “sexual violence” by “a powerful man.” 

22. Although Mr. Depp was never identified by name in the “Sexual Violence” op-ed, 
Ms. Heard makes clear, based on the foundations of the false accusations that she made against 
Mr. Depp in court filings and subsequently reiterated in the press for years, that she was talking 
about Mr. Depp and the domestic abuse allegations that she made against him in May 2016. Ms. 
Heard wrote: 

• “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath. 

That has to change.” 
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• “Then two years ago [the precise time frame of her allegations against and divorce 
from Mr. Depp], I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt the 
full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.” 

• “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men 
accused of abuse.” 

• “I write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was 
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when 1 did, I was 
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. 
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. I felt as 
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood 
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.” 

23. As these statements reflect, the whole op-ed proceeds from the notion—presented 
as an unassailable truth—that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr. 
Depp. She was not. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence, and Mr. Depp is not a 
perpetrator of domestic violence. And the centerpiece of Ms. Heard’s attention-seeking hoax— 
her claim that Mr. Depp savagely injured her face by throwing her own iPhone at her from point 
blank range as hard as he could and then continued to beat her face with other “appendages of his 
body” on the evening of May 21, 2016, which caused her to have the battered face that she first 
presented to the court and the world on May 27, 2016—^was a poorly executed lie that 
nevertheless has endured for nearly three years. The statements in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed 
that imply otherwise are false and defamatory. 

Ms. Heard Was Not A Victim Of Domestic Violence: She Was A Perpetrator 

24. Long before Ms. Heard became a self-described “public figure representing 
domestic abuse” based on her false domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard 
was in an abusive relationship. But Ms. Heard was not the victim in that relationship. She was 
the abuser. 
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25. On September 14, 2009, police officers at the Seattle-Tacoma International 
Airport witnessed Ms. Heard physically assault her then-domestic partner, Tasya van Ree. Ms. 
Heard grabbed Ms. van Ree by the arm, hit Ms. van Ree in the arm, and yanked Ms. van Ree’s 
necklace off her neck. Ms. Heard was arrested. She was booked for misdemeanor domestic 
violence, a mug shot was taken of her, and she spent the night in jail. The following day, the 
Seattle-based prosecutor declined to press charges against Ms. Heard, but only because both she 
and her domestic abuse victim were California residents who were merely passing through 
Washington state. 

26. Since casting herself as a domestic abuse victim, Ms. Heard has attempted to 
blame misogyny and homophobia for her domestic violence arrest—claiming that she was 
arrested “on a trumped up charge” because she was in a same-sex relationship. In truth, the 
police officer who arrested Ms. Heard for domestic violence was both a woman and a lesbian 
activist, who publicly said so after she was publicly disparaged by Ms. Heard. 

27. Ms. Heard’s violent domestic abuse did not end when her relationship with Ms. 
van Ree ended. Ms. Heard committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp 
during their marriage. Ms. Heard’s physical abuse of Mr. Depp is documented by eyewitness 
accounts, photographs, and even Ms. Heard’s own admissions under oath. 

28. In one particularly gruesome episode that occurred only one month into their 
marriage, Ms. Heard shattered the bones in the tip of Mr. Depp’s right middle finger, almost 
completely cutting it off. Ms. Heard threw a glass vodka bottle at Mr. Depp—one of many 
projectiles that she launched at him in this and other instances. The bottle shattered as it came 
into contact with Mr. Depp’s hand, and the broken glass and impact severed and shattered Mr. 
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Depp’s finger. Mr. Depp’s finger had to be surgically reattached. Ms. Heard then disseminated 
false accounts of this incident, casting Mr. Depp as the perpetrator of his own injury. 

29. Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse of Mr. Depp continued unabated throughout their 15- 
month marriage. Ms. Heard threw dangerous objects at Mr. Depp, and also kicked and punched 
him with regularity. 

30. Shockingly, Ms. Heard even has used one of her attacks on Mr. Depp to push her 
false narrative that she is a domestic abuse victim. In her false affidavit to obtain a restraining 
order against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard recounted a domestic violence incident that occurred between 
her and Mr. Depp on April 21, 2016 and reversed the roles, claiming that she was the victim 
when in truth she was the perpetrator. Ms. Heard falsely claimed that Mr. Depp physically 
attacked her, threw glasses at her, and broke a champagne bottle in their penthouse after her 
thirtieth birthday celebration on April 21, 2016. In truth, Ms. Heard—angry with Mr. Depp 
because he was late to her birthday celebration due to a business meeting — punched Mr. Depp 
twice in the face as he lay in bed reading, forcing him to flee their penthouse to avoid further 
domestic violence at the hands of Ms. Heard. Mr. Depp’s security detail member, Sean Bett (an 
18-year veteran of the Los Angeles County SherrifPs Department) picked up Mr. Depp 
immediately after Ms. Heard assaulted him and witnessed firsthand the aftermath and damage to 
Mr. Depp’s face. On other occasions—after Ms. Heard violently attacked Mr. Depp in 
December 2015—Mr. Bett insisted on taking photographs to document the damage to Mr. 
Depp’s face inflicted by Ms. Heard. 

31. Thus, contrary to the false and defamatory implication in her “Sexual Violence” 
op-ed, Ms. Heard was never a victim of domestic violence at the hands of Mr. Depp. Ms. Heard 
herself is a domestic abuser, who committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp 
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during their marriage, in addition to the domestic abuse that she perpetrated against her former 
partner. 

Ms. Heard’s Domestic Abuse Allegations Against Mr. Depp Are False And Have Been 
Refuted Conclusively By Police, Neutral Third-Party Witnesses, and 

87 Surveillance Videos 

32. Ms. Heard did not “[speak] up against sexual violence” as she claimed in her op¬ 
ed. She made false allegations of domestic abuse against Mr. Depp to execute her hoax. 

33. The centerpiece of Ms. Heard’s false abuse allegations is an incident that she 

claimed took place around 7:15 pm on Saturday, May 21, 2016 at Mr. Depp’s penthouse in the 

Eastern Columbia Building in downtown Los Angeles. After Ms. Heard lured Mr. Depp to pick 
up personal items from his own penthouse, Ms. Heard, sitting on the sofa with her friend, Raquel 
Permington, and talking on the phone with her friend, iO Tillett Wright, claimed that Mr. Depp 
“grabbed the cell phone, wound up his arm like a baseball pitcher and threw the cell phone at me 
striking my cheek and eye with great force.” Ms. Heard also claimed that Mr. Depp further 
battered her face with some “appendage of his body” and then used a magnum-sized bottle of 
wine to destroy the penthouse, spilling wine, broken glass, and other items around the penthouse. 
“Penthouse 3 was destroyed” by Mr. Depp’s bottle swinging, claimed Ms. Heard in her sworn 
testimony. Her two friends testified accordingly. Ms. Heard used these allegations to obtain a 
temporary restraining order against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016, appearing in court six days after 
the alleged incident with the first appearance of a battered face, notwithstanding that a litany of 
people witnessed her throughout the week with no injury and building surveillance videos 
similarly showed her uninjured. 

34. Mr. Depp, it is worth noting, left Los Angeles for many weeks almost 
immediately after the alleged incident. And it is also worth noting that building personnel 
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testified under oath that they again facilitated Elon Musk’s nighttime visits to Mr. Depp’s 
penthouse to visit Ms. Heard, key-fobbing him in and out of the building proximate to the time 
Ms. Heard presented her battered face to the public and the court on May 27, 2016. 

35. Mr. Depp has consistently and unequivocally denied Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse 
allegations. They also have been refuted conclusively by multiple, neutral third-party witnesses. 

36. Ms. Heard’s friend and neighbor, Isaac Baruch, gave a declaration that he 
repeatedly interacted with Ms. Heard, at close range, without makeup, and utterly unmarked and 
uninjured in the days between May 22 and May 27, 2016. He further stated in his declaration 
that on June 3, after confronting Ms. Heard about how upset he was at her false abuse 
allegations: “Amber then told me that she did not want anything from Johnny and that it was the 
lawyers who were doing all of this.” 

37. Police went to Mr. Depp’s penthouse on May 21, 2016, immediately after the 
incident was alleged to have occurred. They were dispatched after Ms. Heard’s friend, Mr. 
Wright, called 911 to report what the police dispatch log describes as a “verbal argument only” 
between a husband and wife. Two officers, who are highly trained in domestic violence, arrived 
at the penthouse shortly after Ms. Heard later claimed that Mr. Depp struck her in the face with a 
cell phone, further hit her face, and then “destroyed” his own penthouse by swinging a magnum¬ 
sized bottle of wine into other objects throughout that penthouse. Officer Melissa Saenz is a 
veteran Los Angeles Police officer who is charged with training other police officers and 
personally has responded to “over a hundred” domestic violence calls. Officer Tyler Hadden is a 
junior police officer, but focused on domestic violence at the police academy and received 
extensive training in how to detect that particular crime. 
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38. Both Officer Saenz and Officer Hadden testified under oath that they closely 
observed Ms. Heard’s face in good light on May 21, 2016 and saw no signs of any injury. In the 
police officers’ face-to-face interactions with Ms. Heard immediately after she supposedly was 
struck in the face with a cell phone and then further beaten in the face by Mr. Depp, the police 
officers saw no red marks, no bruising, and no swelling anywhere on Ms. Heard’s face. Both 
Officer Saenz and Officer Hadden also testified under oath that, when they went room-to-room 
in the penthouses to investigate, they saw no broken glass, no spilled wine, and no vandalism or 
property damage of any kind. This is in contrast to Ms. Heard’s later claim that Mr. Depp 
“destroyed” penthouse 3 and caused serious, visible injuries to her face. It also directly 
contradicts Ms. Heard’s friend’s testimony regarding what Ms. Heard’s face looked like at that 
time: “Just the whole side of her face was like swelled up (sic) and red and puffy . . . and 
progressively getting worse.” 

39. There was no probable cause to believe that a crime had been committed, 
according to Officer Saenz’s testimony, because Ms. Heard had no injuries and claimed to have 
no injuries, and there was no property damage in the penthouse or signs of any altercation. 

40. Multiple people who work professionally in the Eastern Columbia Building where 
the penthouse is located, and who do not know Mr. Depp personally, also have unambiguously 
debunked Ms. Heard’s claim that her face was injured on May 21, 2016 and that she had any 
sign of injury in the six days before May 27, 2016. Three people, the building’s concierge, head 
of front desk and head of security, profoundly testified under oath about their face-to-face 
interactions with Ms. Heard between May 22, 2016 (the day after Ms. Heard claims that Mr. 
Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and on the cheek with a cell phone) and May 27, 2016 (the 
day Ms. Heard appeared in public and went to court to get a restraining order against Mr. Depp 
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with what appeared to be a battered face). Every one of those three people testified under oath 
that they saw Ms. Heard up close in the days after the supposed attack and her face was not 
injured before the day she obtained the restraining order against Mr. Depp. 

41. Cornelius Harrell is a concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building and was 
working at the front desk at 1 pm on the afternoon of Sunday, May 22, 2016. Mr. Harrell saw 
Ms. Heard face-to-face that afternoon—less than 24 hours after she claims that she was struck in 
the face by a cell phone thrown by Mr. Depp and hit in the face by Mr. Depp. 

42. In an interaction that was also captured by the Eastern Columbia Building’s 
surveillance cameras and saved, Ms. Heard approached Mr. Harrell to pick up a package that had 
been delivered to her. Ms. Heard accompanied Mr. Harrell to the package room to identify 
which package she wanted because more than one had been delivered to her. As they were 
looking through her packages, Mr. Harrell and Ms. Heard were inside the package room 
together. The package room at the Eastern Columbia Building is “no bigger than a walk-in 
closet,” so Mr. Harrell had an opportunity to observe Ms. Heard’s face up close, the day after she 
claimed she was battered by Mr. Depp in the face. 

43. Mr. Harrell testified under oath that, on May 22, 2016, Ms. Heard did not have 
any bruises, cuts, scratches, or swelling on her face and that “nothing appeared out of the 
ordinary about Ms. Heard’s face on May 22, 2016.” In fact, Mr. Harrell testified that he was 
struck by how “beautiful,” “radiant,” and “refreshed” Ms. Heard looked, noting that, if she was 
wearing any makeup at all, it was “minimal.” Mr. Harrell unequivocally testified that when he 
was interacting one-on-one in close quarters with Ms. Heard on May 22, 2016 for about 8 
minutes, that he did not see any evidence to suggest that she had been the victim of domestic 
violence the day before. Mr. Harrell does not know Mr. Depp personally. 
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44. Alejandro Romero also works at the Eastern Columbia Building, manning the 
front desk and monitoring the security cameras from 4:00 pm to 1:00 am Monday-Friday. Mr. 
Romero had “hundreds” of in-person interactions with Ms. Fleard when she resided in the 
penthouse, in addition to observing her innumerable times on surveillance footage captured by 
the Eastern Columbia Building’s security cameras. Mr. Romero testified under oath about two 
specific face-to-face interactions that he had with Ms. Heard in the days after she claimed that 
Mr. Depp hit her in the face and struck her cheek and eye with a cell phone that he threw. 

45. Mr. Romero testified that on the “Monday or Tuesday” evening “after the police 
were called”—May 23 or 24, 2016—^he was approached at the front desk by Ms. Heard and her 
friend, Ms. Pennington, who also resided in the penthouse. Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington 
asked Mr. Romero to accompany them to the penthouse because they were afraid that someone 
had tried to get inside the penthouse. Mr. Romero discounted this concern because he had been 
monitoring security footage and saw no one trying to access the penthouse. Nevertheless, Mr. 
Romero agreed to accompany Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington to the penthouse and confirm that 
it was secure. He left the front desk with Ms. Heard and Ms. Pennington, rode up to the 13th 
floor with them, and went inside the penthouse with them. Throughout this interaction, Mr. 
Romero testified under oath that he had “a full shot” of Ms. Heard’s face and “a good visual” of 
Ms. Heard’s face and saw no bruises, cuts, swelling, or marks of any kind. 

46. Mr. Romero interacted with Ms. Heard again on the evening of May 25, 2016 
when she came to the front desk to retrieve a key to the penthouse that she had left at the front 
desk. Again, in this face-to-face interaction, Mr. Romero testified that he saw no bruises, cuts, 
swelling, or marks of any kind on Ms. Heard’s face. 
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47. Based on his in-person interactions with Ms. Heard, Mr. Romero, who does not 
know Mr. Depp personally, testified under oath that he “couldn’t believe” Ms. Heard’s domestic 
abuse allegations against Mr. Depp because: 

It was like — it was like I said, we watched the news and we saw the pictures. And I saw 
the pictures and the next day I saw her, I was like, come on, really? I couldn’t believe it. 

It was — I saw her in person.The pictures I saw on the news, she got like a big 

mark on her — on her eyes and her cheek. And when I saw her in person, I didn’t see 
anything. 

48. Trinity Esparza, the daytime concierge at the Eastern Columbia Building who 
works at the front desk from 8:00 am to 4:00 pm Monday-Friday, echoed Mr. Romero’s disbelief 
at Ms. Heard’s account. Ms. Esparza, who does not know Mr. Depp personally, testified under 
oath that she thought that Ms. Heard’s allegation that she had been assaulted by Mr. Depp was 
“false” because “I saw her several times [in the days after the alleged attack] and I didn’t see that 
[mark] on her face.” 

49. Ms. Esparza had multiple face-to-face interactions with Ms. Heard in the days 
after Ms. Heard claimed that Mr. Depp hit her and struck her in the eye and cheek with a cell 
phone. Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard in-person on Monday, May 23, 2016; Tuesday, May 24, 
2016; Wednesday, May 25, 2016; and Friday, May 27, 2016. Ms. Esparza testified under oath 
that, when she saw Ms. Heard on the Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday after the alleged attack, 
Ms. Heard was not wearing makeup and that Ms. Heard had no facial injuries. There were no 
bruises or cuts on Ms. Heard’s face, according to Ms. Esparza’s testimony. Ms. Esparza testified 
under oath that she saw no indication that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck. 

50. Then, on Friday, May 27, 2016, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that Ms. Heard 
suddenly “had a red cut underneath her right eye and red marks by her eye.” Then Ms. Esparza 
learned from media reports that Ms. Heard had obtained a domestic violence restraining order 
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against Mr. Depp on May 27, 2016. Because Ms. Esparza had seen Ms. Heard so many times 
that week without any marks on her face, Ms. Esparza thought “the time didn’t add up and so I 
was questioning . . . the mark on her face and the allegations that were made.” 

51. Ms. Esparza was so troubled by the sudden appearance of “a mark” on Ms. 
Heard’s face on the very day that Ms. Heard obtained a restraining order against Mr. Depp—but 
six days after the alleged incident—^that Ms. Esparza went back and looked at security video 
footage and talked to others who worked in the Eastern Columbia Building to see if the “mark” 
might have been on Ms. Heard’s face earlier. It wasn’t. 

52. Mr. Romero and Mr. Harrell confirmed to Ms. Esparza that Ms. Heard did not 
have any injuries on her face when they interacted with her. 

53. Ms. Esparza also did not see the “mark” on Ms. Heard’s face when she went back 
and reviewed surveillance videos from the days after Ms. Heard claims that Mr. Depp hit her and 
struck her in the face with a cell phone that he threw. 

54. But Ms. Esparza did see something else on the surveillance video. On a video 
from the evening of May 24, 2016, three nights after Ms. Heard alleged that she was attacked by 
Mr. Depp, Ms. Esparza saw Ms. Heard, her sister, Whitney Heard, and Ms. Heard’s friend and 
corroborating witness, Ms. Pennington, on the mezzanine level of the Eastern Columbia 
Building. In the surveillance video, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she saw Whitney 
Heard pretend to punch her sister in the face. Then Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, and Whitney 
Heard all laughed. Ms. Esparza testified that she thought how Ms. Heard, Ms. Pennington, and 
Whitney Heard were acting on the surveillance video was “wrong,” and it only made her 
question more how Ms. Heard ended up with a “mark” on her face three days later, on Friday, 
May 27. Ms. Esparza knew that Mr. Depp had left Los Angeles for work on the day of the 


17 



alleged incident “and he did not return and so I was questioning how those marks got on her face 
on Friday.” Ultimately, Ms. Esparza testified under oath that she was forced to conclude that 
“whatever happened to [Ms. Heard’s] face did not happen on Saturday [May 21]”, as Ms. Heard 
had alleged. 

55. Ms. Esparza is not the only professional employee of the Eastern Columbia 

Building to witness the “fake punch” video. Brandon Patterson, the General Manager of the 

Eastern Columbia Building, provided a declaration about it: 

One of the surveillance videos, taken the evening of Tuesday, May 24, showed Amber 
Heard, her sister Whitney Heard, and her friend Raquel Pennington entering the 
building’s mezzanine. Trinity Esparza showed me a video at the front desk with a pretend 
punch to the face from one of Miss Heard’s two companions, and the three of them 
laughed hard. They then enter the penthouse elevator, where Ms. Heard’s face was 
clearly visible, there were similarly no bruises, cuts, redness, swelling visible on Ms. 
Heard’s face. 

56. Later, in the media firestorm concerning Ms. Heard’s domestic abuse allegations 

against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard learned that there were media reports stating that people who 

worked at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building had seen Ms. Heard without any 

marks on her face, as indeed was their testimony. Mr. Patterson, the General Manager of the 

Eastern Columbia Building, summarized the testimony of building staff in his own declaration: 

Ms. Heard was repeatedly observed in the Eastern Columbia Building in the multiple 
days following the alleged assault without bruises, cuts, redness, swelling or any other 
injuries to her face. These observations were made by people working at the front desk at 
the Eastern Columbia Building who interacted with Ms. Heard in person and also saw 
images of her on the building surveillance cameras. 

57. Approximately a week after she made her domestic abuse allegations against Mr. 
Depp, Ms. Heard approached Ms. Esparza and Mr. Patterson, and asked the two of them to give 
a statement to Ms. Heard’s “friend” at People Magazine. Ms. Heard wanted Ms. Esparza and 
Mr. Patterson “to help retract the statement that was given to the press stating that the front desk 
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had released this information [about seeing Ms. Heard with no injuries to her face] and [Ms. 
Heard] asked if we would clarify it and let them know that we, in fact, would never release that 
information on any resident.” Mr. Patterson and Ms. Esparza refused to give the statement and 
directed Ms. Heard to the Eastern Columbia Building’s lawyer. 

58. Ms. Esparza testified that she was “not comfortable” with “the statement that [Ms. 
Heard] was proposing that [the building] make to People Magazine, that the building would not 
have said they saw [Ms. Heard] without marks on her face” “because that would have been a lie” 
as “the front desk did, in fact, see [Ms. Heard] prior to Friday [May 27, 2016] without marks on 
her face.” 

59. The people working at the front desk of the Eastern Columbia Building did not 
see any injuries to Ms. Heard’s face because there were no injuries to Ms. Heard’s face. Ms. 
Heard’s allegations that Mr. Depp’s battered her was a poorly executed hoax. 

60. The police officers, who responded to the penthouse on May 21, 2016 
immediately after the alleged attack, saw no signs that Ms. Heard had been hit or struck by a cell 
phone or that a magnum-sized bottle of wine had “destroyed” the penthouse because those 
things never happened. There was no probable cause to believe a crime had been committed 
because no crime had been committed against Ms. Heard by Mr. Depp. 

61. Ms. Heard’s domestic violence allegations against Mr. Depp were false, as is her 
portrayal of herself in her “Sexual Violence” op-ed as a domestic violence victim and her 
portrayal of Mr. Depp as a domestic violence perpetrator and “monster.” 

Ms. Heard Acted With Actual Malice When She Implied In Her “Sexual Violence” Op-Ed 
That She Was A Victim Of Domestic Abuse At The Hands Of Mr. Depp 
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62. Ms. Heard acted with actual malice when she published her false and defamatory 
“Sexual Violence” op-ed and implied that she was a victim of domestic abuse at the hands of Mr. 
Depp. 

63. Ms. Heard knew that she was not the domestic abuse victim, but the domestic 

abuser. 

64. Ms. Heard knew that her domestic abuse allegations against Mr. Depp were false 
and that she leveled them and enlisted her friends to act as surrogates for her lies, as part of an 
elaborate hoax to generate positive publicity for herself. 

65. Ms. Heard also knew that her elaborate hoax worked: as a result of her false 
allegations against Mr. Depp, Ms. Heard became a darling of the #MeToo movement, was the 
first actress named a Human Rights Champion of the United Nations Human Rights Office, was 
appointed ambassador on women’s rights at the American Civil Liberties Union, and was hired 
by L’Oreal Paris as its global spokesperson. 

66. Because of the past success that her false domestic abuse allegations against Mr. 
Depp had brought her, Ms. Heard revived the false allegations to promote her new movie. 

67. Aquaman, Ms. Heard’s first leading role in a big-budget studio film, premiered in 
theatres across the United States (and in Virginia) on December 21, 2019. The movie ended up 
making over $1 billion at the box office globally. 

68. Tellingly, just days before the premiere. Heard published her “Sexual Violence” 
op-ed with its false implication that she was a domestic abuse victim at the hands of Mr. Depp on 
December 18, 2019 in the Washington Post’s online edition and on December 19, 2019 in the 
Washington Post’s hardcopy edition. The op-ed in the Washington Post’s online edition was 
accompanied by a picture of Ms. Heard on the red carpet at Aquaman’s Los Angeles premiere. 
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Mr. Depp’s Reputation And Career Suffer As A Result Of Ms. Heard’s 
False And Defamatory Op-Ed 

69. As a result of Ms. Heard’s false domestie abuse allegations, Mr. Depp’s 
reputation and career sustained immense damage. 

70. Ms. Heard, an actress herself, is well aware of the negative effect that false 
domestic abuse allegations have on Mr. Depp’s career. 

71. Mr. Depp lost roles in movies because of the false allegations that Ms. Heard 
made against him. When Mr. Depp was cast in films, there were public outcries for the 
filmmakers to recast his roles. 

72. Mr. Depp endured the public scorn caused by Ms. Heard’s false domestic abuse 
allegations for more than two years. But he was weathering the storm and had a successful film 
release in November 2019. In fact, that movie was still playing on screens across Virginia when 
Ms. Heard revived the false domestic abuse allegations by publishing her “Sexual Violence” op¬ 
ed in the Washington Post. 

73. The reaction to Ms. Heard’s false and defamatory op-ed was swift and severe. 
Just two days after the op-ed appeared in the Washington Post's online edition, Disney publicly 
announced that Mr. Depp would no longer be a part of the Pirates of the Caribbean franchise. 
Mr. Depp’s turn as Captain Jack Sparrow in the Pirates of the Caribbean films is one of Mr. 
Depp’s most iconic roles, and generated billions of dollars for Disney. Nevertheless, he was 
denied an opportunity to reprise that role immediately on the heels of Ms. Heard’s false and 
defamatory op-ed. 

COUNT ONE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S DECEMBER 

18, 2018 OP-ED IN THE ONLINE EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST 


21 



74. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth 
fully herein. 

75. Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed on the December 18, 2018. 
The article was published to a worldwide audience on the Washington Post’s website. A true 
and correct copy of the online edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and 
incorporated by reference as Exhibit A. 

76. The “Sexual Violence” op-ed contained the following false and defamatory 
statements concerning Mr. Depp: 

• “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath. 
That has to change.” 

• “Then two years ago, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt 
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.” 

• “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men 
accused of abuse.” 

• “I write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was 
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was 
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. 
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. I felt as 
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood 
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.” 

77. These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former 
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover, 
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or 
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp. 

78. These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic 
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false: 
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms. 
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21, 
2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witnesses, and 
87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. 

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms. 
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former domestic partner in 
2009. Ms. Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. 
Depp, some of which she has confessed to under oath. 

79. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false 
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another 
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or 
dealing with him. 

80. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s 
reputation. 

81. At the time of publication, Ms. Heard knew these statements were false. 

82. Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr. 
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge 
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr. 
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages. 

83. Asa direet and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp 
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry 
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be 
determined at trial. 
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84. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a 
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiffs 
favor and against Defendant, as follows: 

(1) awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $ 50,000,000, or in 
such additional amount to be proven at trial; 

(2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the 
laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than $ 350,000; 

(3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and 

(4) granting such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate. 

COUNT TWO—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S DECEMBER 
19, 2018 OP-ED IN THE PRINT EDITION OF THE WASHINGTON POST 

85. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth 
fully herein. 

86. Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 19, 2018 
hardcopy edition of the Washington Post, which the Washington Post distributes to readers in 
Virginia, across the nation, and around the world. A true and correct copy of the hardcopy 
edition of the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is attached hereto and incorporated by reference as 

Exhibit B. 

87. The “Sexual Violence” op-ed contained the following false and defamatory 
statements concerning Mr. Depp: 

• “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath. 

That has to ehange.” 
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• “Then two years ago, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt 
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.” 

• “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men 
accused of abuse.” 

• “I write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was 
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was 
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. 
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. I felt as 
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood 
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.” 

88. These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former 
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover, 
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or 
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp. 

89. These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic 
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false: 

a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms. 
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21, 
2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, neutral third-party witnesses, and 
87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. 

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms. 
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former partner in 2009. Ms. 
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp. 

90. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false 
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another 
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or 
dealing with him. 
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91. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard eaused harm to Mr. Depp’s 
reputation. 

92. At the time of publication, Ms. Heard knew these statements were false. 

93. Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr. 
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge 
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr. 
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages. 

94. As a direct and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp 
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry 
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be 
determined at trial. 

95. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a 
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiffs 
favor and against Defendant, as follows: 

(1) awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $ 50,000,000, or in 
such additional amount to be proven at trial; 

(2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the 
laws of this Commonwealth, but not less than $ 350,000; 

(3) awarding Mr. Depp all of his expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and 

(4) granting such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate. 

COUNT THREE—DEFAMATION FOR STATEMENTS IN MS. HEARD’S OP-ED 
WHICH HEARD REPUBLISHED WHEN SHE TWEETED A LINK 
TO THE OP-ED ON DECEMBER 19, 2018 
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96. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each of the foregoing paragraphs as if set forth 
fully herein. 

97. Ms. Heard published the “Sexual Violence” op-ed in the December 18, 2018 
online edition of the Washington Post. The following day, Ms. Heard tweeted a link to the op¬ 
ed. A true and correct copy of Ms. Heard’s tweet of the link to the “Sexual Violence” op-ed is 
attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Exhibit C. 

98. The “Sexual Violence” op-ed contained the following false and defamatory 
statements concerning Mr. Depp: 

• “Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and faced our culture’s wrath. 
That has to change.” 

• “Then two years ago, I became a public figure representing domestic abuse, and I felt 
the full force of our culture’s wrath for women who speak out.” 

• “I had the rare vantage point of seeing, in real time, how institutions protect men 
accused of abuse.” 

• “I write this as a woman who had to change my phone number weekly because I was 
getting death threats. For months, I rarely left my apartment, and when I did, I was 
pursued by camera drones and photographers on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. 
Tabloid outlets that posted pictures of me spun them in a negative light. I felt as 
though I was on trial in the court of public opinion — and my life and livelihood 
depended on myriad judgments far beyond my control.” 

99. These statements are of and concerning Mr. Depp, as he is Ms. Heard’s former 
husband and she publicly (and falsely) accused him of domestic abuse in May 2016. Moreover, 
Ms. Heard intended to refer to Mr. Depp in these statements, and those who know Mr. Depp or 
who read the “Sexual Violence” op-ed understood these statements to be about Mr. Depp. 

100. These statements, which imply that Ms. Heard was the victim of domestic 
violence at the hands of Mr. Depp, are false: 
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a. Mr. Depp did not commit “domestic abuse” or “sexual violence” against Ms. 
Heard. Ms. Heard’s allegation that Mr. Depp violently attacked her on May 21, 
2016 has been refuted conclusively by police, multiple, neutral third-party 
witnesses, and 87 newly obtained surveillance camera videos. 

b. Ms. Heard is not a victim of domestic violence; rather, she is a perpetrator. Ms. 
Heard was arrested for domestic violence against her former partner in 2009. Ms. 
Heard also committed multiple acts of domestic violence against Mr. Depp. 

101. The substantial danger of injury to Mr. Depp’s reputation from Ms. Heard’s false 
statements is readily apparent. Such statements would tend to so harm the reputation of another 
as to lower him in the estimation of the community or to deter third persons from associating or 
dealing with him. 

102. By publishing these false statements, Ms. Heard caused harm to Mr. Depp’s 
reputation. 

103. At the time of publication, Ms. Heard knew these statements were false. 

104. Ms. Heard’s false statements are defamatory per se because they impute to Mr. 
Depp the commission of a crime involving moral turpitude for which Mr. Depp, if the charge 
was true, could be indicted and punished. Moreover, Ms. Heard’s false statements prejudice Mr. 
Depp in his profession as a film actor. Mr. Depp therefore is entitled to presumed damages. 

105. Asa direct and proximate result of these false statements by Ms. Heard, Mr. Depp 
has suffered damages, including, inter alia, injury to his reputation, harm to his ability to carry 
on his profession, embarrassment, humiliation, and emotional distress, in an amount to be 
determined at trial. 
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106. Ms. Heard’s actions were malicious, willful, and wanton, and evidence a 
conscious disregard for Mr. Depp’s rights. Accordingly, punitive damages are appropriate. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter an award in Plaintiff s 
favor, and against Defendant, as follows: 

(1) awarding Mr. Depp compensatory damages of not less than $50,000,000, or in 
such additional amount to be proven at trial; 

(2) awarding Mr. Depp punitive damages to the maximum extent permitted by the 
laws of this Commonwealth, but no less than $350,000; 

(3) awarding Mr. Depp all expenses and costs, including attorneys’ fees; and 

(4) such other and further relief as the Court deems appropriate. 

JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

Plaintiff John C. Depp, II hereby demands a jury trial on all issues so triable. 


Dated: March 1, 2019 


Brittany Whitesell Biles {pro hac vice application forthcoming) 
STEIN MITCHELL BEATO & MISSNER LLP 
901 Fifteenth Street, N.W. 

Suite 700 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202) 601-1602 
Facsimile: (202) 296-8312 
Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com 
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Facsimile; (202) 296-8312 
Email: bbiles@steinmitchell.com 


Adam R. Waldman 

THE ENDEAVOR LAW FIRM, P.C. 

1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 350 
Washington, DC 20006 

_ 

Benjamin G. Chew (VSB # 29113) 

Elliot J. Weingarten {pro hac vice application forthcoming) 
BROWN RUDNICK LLP 
601 Thirteenth Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone; (202) 536-1700 
Facsimile: (202) 536-1701 
Email; bchew@.brownrudnick.cQm 

Counsel for Plaintiff John C. Depp, II 
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A transformative 
moment for women 


BY Amber Heard 

I WAS oxpo3od. to nbuu at a vuty 
young I knew certain thtn^ 
early on, vyUhout ever havUif to 
be told. 1 knaw that men ha™ the 
power — pl^cally, socially and fi¬ 
nancially — and that a lot of Institu¬ 
tions support that armagement I 
knewtblslongbefbrelhadthewords 
to articulate It, and I bet you learned 
it young, too. 

Like many women, I had been 
harassed and sexual^ assaulted by 
the time I was of college age. But I 
kept quiet — I did not expect filing 
complaints to bring justice. And I 
didn’t see myself as avictim. 

Then two years ago, 1 became a 
public figure represenring domestic 
abuse, and 1 felt the full force of our 
cultu^swrathforwomen who speak 
out 

Friends and advisers told me I 
would never again work as an actress 
— that 1 would be blacklisted. A 
movie I was attadied to recast my 
role. I had just shot a two-year cam¬ 
paign as the face of a global &shlon 
brand, and the company dropped me. 
Questions arose as to whether I 
wouldbe able to keep my roleof Mera 
in the movies "Justice League” and 
“Aquaman." 

1 had the rare vantage point of 
seeing, in real time, how institutions 
protect men accused of abuse. 

Imagine a powerful man as a ship, 
like the Titanic. That ship is a huge 
enterprise. When it strikes an ice¬ 
berg, there are a lot of people on 
board desperate to patch up holes — 
not because they believe Jn or even 
care about the ship, bu t because their 
own fotes depend on the enterprise. 
In recent years, the #MdIbo move¬ 
ment has tau^t us abouthow power 
like this works; uotjiist In Hollywood 
but in all kinds of institutlona — 
workplaces, places of worship or sim¬ 
ply in particular communities. In 
every walk of life, women are con- 
fionting these men who are buoyed 
by social, economic and cultural 
power. And these Institutions are be¬ 
ginning to change. 

We are in a transformative politi¬ 
cal moment The president of our 
country has been accused by more 
tbuQ a dEi^ wpmeu of ^^uol mis¬ 
conduct, including assault and ha¬ 
rassment Outrage over bis state¬ 
ments and behavior has energired a 
female-led opposition. ttMdIbo start¬ 
ed a conversation about just how 
profoundly sexual violence affects 
women In every area of our lives. And 
last month, more women were elect¬ 
ed to Congress than ever in our his¬ 


tory, with a mandate to tato women's 
issues serious^. Womeith ra^ and 
determination to end sexual violence 
are turning Into apolitical force. 

We have an opening now to bolster 
and build institutions protective of 
women. For starters, Congress can 
reOinharfze and strengthen the ^^o- 
lence Against Women Act First 
passed in 1994, the act is one of the 
most effective pieces of legisUUon 
enacted to fight domestic violence 
and sexual assault It creates support 
systems for people who report abuse, 
and provides fiihdlng for rape crisis 
centers, legal assistance ptograms 
and other critical services. It im¬ 
proves responses by law enforce¬ 
ment, and It prohibits discrimination 
against L6BTQ survivora. Funding 
for the act expired in September and 
has only been temporarily extended. 

We should continue to fight sexual 
isaault on college campuses, while 
slmultaneouBly insisting on pro¬ 
cesses for adjudicating compklnts. 
Last month, Education Secretary 
Betsy DeVos proposed changes to 
Title IX rules governing the treat¬ 
ment of sexual harassment and as¬ 
sault in schools. While some changes 
would make the process for b andllng 
complaints more fair, others would 
weaken protections for sexual as¬ 
sault survivors. For example, the new 
rules would require schools to inves¬ 
tigate only the most extreme com¬ 
plaints, and then only when they are 
made to designated officials. Women 
on campuses already have trouble 
coming forward about sexual vio¬ 
lence — why would we allow institu¬ 
tions to scale back supports? 

1 write this as a worn an wh o b ad to 
change my phone number weekly 
because 1 was getting death threats. 

. For months, I rarely left my apart¬ 
ment, and when I did. I was pursued 
by camera drones andphotographers 
on foot, on motorcycles and in cars. 
Tkbloid outlets that posted pictures 
of me spun them in a negativcli^t I 
felt as though 1 was on trial in the 
court of public opinion — and my life 
and livelihood depended on n^ad 
judgments far beyond my control. 

1 want to ensure that women who 
come forward to talk about violence 
receive more support. We are electing 
represenutivasvriio knowhow deep¬ 
ly we care about these issues. We can 
work together to demand dianges to 
laws and rules and social norms — 
and to light the i mbalan ces that have 
shaped our lives. 

The writer Is an actress and ambassador 
on women's rights at the American Civil 
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P^y the women instead 

If there Is one tiny kernel of relief in the 
inforiatlng news cyclone that has been 
2018, it is the report that CBS doesn't 
Intend to pay disgraced and disgraceful 
former chairman and chief mteeuilve 
Leslie Moonves $120 million in sever¬ 
ance. Of course, that relief Is mitigated 


Incurring costs upfront in the form of 
lawyers’ fees. It’s a perverse incentive 
structure that gives companies miUions 
of reasons not to deal aggresively with 
male stars who harass their co-workeis. 

Some companies have begun to write 
employment contracts specifying that 
employees who are axed b^ause of 
sexual misconduct can’t demand that 


BY SMERRILYN IFILL 

T WO newly released repoils from ibc 
ficnatc Intelligence Commfrlec 
about Russiau luierferonce in the 
3016 decUon huvo been natbing 
short of revelatory. Both studies — one 
produced by r^earchers at Oxford Univer¬ 
sity, tbe other by the cybersecurity firm New 
^owledge — describe in gtanulex detail 
how the Russian government tried to sow 
discord and confusion mnong American 
voters. And both conclude that Russia's 
campaign Included a massive effort to de¬ 
ceive and co-opt African Americans. We 
now have unassailable confirmation that a 
foreign power sought to exploit racial ten¬ 
sions in the United States for Its own gain. 

Ever since U.S. intelligence agencies re¬ 
ported that the Russian government 
worked to sway the 2016 election, foreign 
election meddling has been one of our 
nation’s top national security concerns. But 
our discussions about Russian interference 
rarely touch on the other miqor threat to 
our elections: the resurgence of state-spon¬ 
sored voter suppression In the United 
States. In light of these disturbing new 
reports, It Is clear we can no longer think of 
foreign election meddling as a phenom¬ 
enon separate from attempts to disenfran¬ 
chise Americans of colon Racial injustice 
remains a real vulnerability in our democ¬ 
racy, one that foreign powers are only too 
willing to attack. 

How should we respond? First, we have 
to make it easier, not harder, for Americans 
to vote. In the wake of the Supreme Court's 
2018 Shelby County decision, which severe¬ 
ly weakened the Voting Rights Act, we’ve 
seen a resurgence of voter-suppression ef¬ 
forts across the nation. Congress has the 
power to fix the Voting Rights Act, but so far 
it has declined to do so. The revelations of 
Russia’s racial targeting should serve as a 
wake-up call that domestic voter suppres¬ 
sion, in addition to being unconstitutional, 
effectively aids foreign attacks on our de¬ 
mocracy. Indeed, we should take seriously 
tbe danger that domestic and foreign 
groups may coordinate to suppress turnout 
in future elections, a possibility we can 
begin to forestall, first and foremost, by 
protecting the frwcblse here at home. 
Rep. Tbni A Sewell (D-Ala.) has already 
Introduced a comprehensive new voting 
rights hUl, and Congress should swiftly act 
upon it in tbe new year. 

Second, these revelations only deepen 
the urgency of demanding more account¬ 
ability from technology companies. The 
New Knowledge report criticizes social me¬ 
dia companies such as I^cebook for mis¬ 
leading Congress about the nature of Rus¬ 
sian interference, noting that one even 
denied that specific groups were targeted. 
This is just more evidence that Silicon 


Valley has yet to come to grips with the 
enormous Influence it wields in our democ¬ 
racy, and the ways that foreign powers can 
use that influence to manipulate Ameri¬ 
cans. Congress should require greater 
transparency and responsibility from these 
corporations before the 2020 elections. 

Finally, we have to accept that foreign 
powers seize upon these divisions because 
they are real — because racism remains the 
United States' Achilles' heel. Indeed, it is, 
and alwaya has been, a nallanil securily 
vulnerablllfy — a flmdiiintnlal and ea^y 
exploitable reality of AmericAn life thkt 
be]:lt$ the Image and narratbre of equaHfy 
and justice we project and export aroimd 
the world. It may be especially difficult in 
our era of “fake news” and "alternative 
frets,” but we must recognize that our 
failure to acknowledge hard truths, espp- 
cJally when it comes to race, makes it eaM^r 
for foreign powers to turn us against one 
another. Russia did not coqjure out of thin 
air the black community's legitimate griev¬ 
ances about radstpolicing. Nor did It invent 
racist and hateful conspiracy theori^. 
Ratiier, Russian trolls seized upon these real 
problems as ready-made sources of disco'pd- 
Moving forward, we need to recognize that 
our failure to honestly address issues of cfyil 
rights and racial justice makes all of us more 
susceptible to foreign Interference 

This is hardly the first time our advers^- 

have identified race and racism as Amer¬ 
ica's great vulnerability. During the Cold 
War, the Soviet Union frequently pointed to 
segregation and civil unrest as proof of 
American hypocrisy. This propaganda vyas 
sufficiently widespread, and contained 
enough truth, that leaders of botii parties 
began arguing that segregation under¬ 
mined the United States' position In the 
Cold War, helping to ease the passage of civil 
rights le^slation in the 1950s and 1960s. 

Ibday, we need a similar understanding 
that our failure to ensure equaljustlcefor ^ 
has grave implications for U.S. natiohal 
securify. The upcoming House oversight 
coiiunln6& hearings on Russian interfer¬ 
ence and voter suppression will be critical 
opportiinllies to educate the public on the 
threats to our democracy, and they deserve 
our close attention. 

But we must be carefril not to reduce 
struggle for racial equality into a bloodies 
question of national interest. Civil rights are 
essential to our national security, but na¬ 
tional security cannot he the chief rationale 
for pursuing civil rights. After all, racial 
injustice is not just another chink in our 
armor. It is the great flaw in our character. 
Our adversaries know that race makes us 
OUT own Voorst enomy. It is past time we 
IramthrshaxdtTull) ourselves. , ' 

---------—T-r 

The writer is president and director-counsel of. ^ ■ 
the NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Funq 
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A Russian spy’s dream 


I uiagiuoiVmcrkaii pollilcs for i momeni 
oc a lohomioi? fr^erlmeAt A foreign 
adversary call It ''Riusala") beglna 
topla/udti] the subjects, using carrets 
and sticks to condition their behavior. The 
adversary develops tools to dial up anger 
and resentment inside the lab bubble, and 
even recruits unwitting accomplices to per- 
' formspecifictasks. 

' This 21st-centuiy political dystopia Isn’t 
drawn from a'spec script” that Just landed 
; inHoUywDod.It'sasanimaryoftworeports 
on the Eremlln-llnked Internet Research 
Agency published this we^ by the Senate 
j Intelligence Committee. The studies de¬ 
scribe a sophisticated, multilevel Russian 
, efforttouseeveryavailabletoolofonropen 
society to create resentment, mistrust and 
social disorder. 

I For a centupr, Russian iDteHlgeoce agents 

I have been brilliant at creating frlse fronts 
, and manipulating opposition groups. Now, 
thanks to the Internet, they seem to be' 
perfecting these dark arts. 

Even as it meddles ^road, the Kremlin 
, has just introduced newlegislatlon to block 
its own Information space from foreign 
I penetration. Under the new law, reported 
j this week, Russia could control all Internet 
and mesAge traffic into the country, block 
^ any anahymimi websites and, during a 
< crisis, manage the Russian Web from a 

I centr^ command point. 

Put the two halves of Russian behavior 


“Russians IRA activities were designed fo 
polarize the US. public and Interfere jn 
elections,” the study says, by encouragiBg 
African American voters to boycott elu¬ 
tions, pushing right-wing voters toward 
extremism, and "spreading sensationalist, 
conspiratorial and other forms of ju^ 
political news and misinformation.” 

The Russians pushed every button. Tljey 
sought to tap African American anger with 
"Blacktivist” and "Block Matters" Faceboqk 
pages. They reached conservatives throu^ 
pages called "Army of Jesus,” "Heart of 
Tbxas" and "Secured Borders "The list of the 
IRAIs top-20 Facebuok pages is a catalogue 
of American rage. 

The New Knowledge report blows the 
cover off these Internet operations. It shows 
how Hillary Clinton and vice-presidential 
nominee Tim Kalne were depicted as the 
"Satan Tham,” with Clinton wearing devil's 
horns and Kaine bearing a red mark on h is 
forehead, The researchers found an image 
ofJesiiB wfiATtag n ted "Make America Grfrit 
AgxlnrhaL *• 

InxtBgram provided a usefri] platform for 
manipulating younger Americans. The 
IRA's "Blackstagram” account had 308,6$8 
foUowots; "American Vetetanx” 
ZlSjSiOi '’SlncoRly BlncT hod 
"Rainbow Kition* hid to nanw the 

top four Instagram pages cited In the N^ 
Knowledge study. 

Russia’s Internet activity wasn't just 
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Amber Heard on Twitter: ’Today I published this op-ed in the Washington Post about the women who are channeling their rage about viole... 


^ Amber Heard O 

Qk , y Follow ' 

©realamberheard 

Today I published this op-ed in the 
Washington Post about the women who 
are channeling their rage about violence 
and inequality into political strength 
despite the price of coming forward. 

From college campuses to Congress, 
we're balancing the scales. 


Opinion | Amber Heard: I spoke up against sexual violence — and fa... 

We have an opening now to bolster and build institutions protective of 
women. Let’s not ignore it. 
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Amber Heard 0 @realamberheard ■ 19 Dec 2018 \ 

I'm honored to announce my role as an @ACLU ambassador on women's rights. 


https://twitter.eom/realamberheard/status/1075503279323242496?lang=en 
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